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Good Afternoon. Senator Daily, Representative Widlitz and members of the Finance Revenue and
Bonding Committee, my name is Robert Auer, President of Energy Solutions, I am here today in support of

SB 1157- An Act Concerning the Restoration of the Energy Conservation & Load
Management Fund.

Energy Solutions is a design and install energy efficiency lighting contractor, whose business relies sole ely on the
conservation funds to provide revenue for its day to day operations. As part of the state conservation programs, we
audit commercial buildings, and then make and install recommendations for the improvements, affer getting the
customers consent. Without the conservation funds to help offset the costs of our valuable services, we would not
find enough business to employ (18) full time employees, and electrical contractors.

The diversion of rate payer funds from the Connecticut Energy Efficiency programs threatens many
companies like mine including the jobs it creates, right here in Connecticut. The energy efficiency
programs allow all utility customers a cost effective means of reducing their energy use, and lowering their
monthly bills. With the legislation that passed last year, fewer residents and businesses have the opportunity
to take advantage of these great programs that ratepayers fund. This reduced funding will affect current
Connecticut companies, such as my own. We will see a reduction in business, which in turn will limit our
ability to hire and train new employees, and may cause the loss of current positions.

SB 1157 will reinstate a portion of the money that was to be securitized; this would mean a great deal
for Connecticut energy efficiency providers, their employees and the ratepayers of Connecticut. The energy
efficiency programs in the state are an incredible economic and environmental tool. An example of the
tremendous leverage of these funds have is the replacement of a 455W outdoor Pole light with a 210 watt
Induction retrofit kit. With a 40% incentive of $400.00, $4,410 of energy costs can be saved throughout that
new lamps life. That same retrofit will save reduce the need from power plants to produce 36,750 Ibs. of
carbon dioxide, 20 Ibs. of sulfur dioxide, and 9 Ibs. of nitrogen dioxide, from the atmosphere; and that is
equivalent to planting 7 acres of trees for every light pole that is retrofitted.

It is also important to note, that according to the report, “Connecticut Renewable Energy/Energy
Efficiency Economy Baseline Study”, there are more than 11,800 jobs in the renewable energy and
energy efficiency sector in Connecticut. Without these programs fully funded, Connecticut ratepayers -
both residential and commercial will not benefit nearly as much as they could, and want to.

CEEF Programs support an energy that costs less, is cleaner for the environment, creates thousands of
jobs, and saves Connecticut businesses and residential customer’s lots of money. These funds help save
Connecticut’s natural resources and fossil fuels, can be implemented immediately, and has a 4 to 1 return on
investment. Today CEEF is having a positive impact on CT’s economy, environment, and electric grid, and
everyone who truly understands this, is responsibly asking to increase the funding so that more valuable
help can take place.

I have attached a list that includes energy efficiency and conservation benefits provided to residential,
commercial and industrial customers of the electric and gas utilities and CMECC: which exceeds $65
million in incentive benefits.



We urge you to support SB 1157. Connecticut residents will benefit in more ways than one. It is good
for the economy and it is good the environment. Thank you for your time.



This list includes energy

efficiency and conservation
benefits provided 1o residential,
commercial and industrial
custamers of the electric and gas
utilities and CMEEC; which exceeds
$65 million in incentive benefits.
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* Based on 2009 data. All figures are spproximate
and may vary due to rounding. This does not
include incentives for 1S0-NE Load Response
program participants.
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